Dear Dave, 3/o/W 

I'm sending you two lengthy stories in today's Post on the planned expansion of 
Israel's settlements rather than tyb the two dear friends of my youth who have their own 
special interests because you may at some point find this useful in your teaching. 

Prom my personal experiences this situation, this change in policy and its t-inrfng is 
a classic subject for intelligence analysis^adTand of journalistic failure. 

Having said the latter, I also say that I believe both stories are quite accurate. 

The traditional five "Us" of a lead omit one entirely, the why, and in some respects 
are inadequate where. Both are fundamental to analysis, whether in intelligence or in an 
in=depth journalistic treatment. 

The first paragraph of the lead of the page-one story states the facts very well: 

A year after launching the biggest program of Jewish settlement in occupied Arab 
territories, Israel is planning a new expansion of construction despite the possibility 
that it will lead to diplomatic and economic losses." 

It then cites official Israeli sources in support of what I quote including one who 
says that tliis "would irrevocable alter the political georgaphy of the West Bank and Jer- 
usalem. " 

^ the carryover Jackson Diehl writes that this new wave of settlements is " a marked 
change" for Shamir, who "has been slow to embark on major policy initiatives" ahd because 
in June, 1990 he stated his government had no such policies. When these plans reached the 
pre£s, Shamir this past February "Shamir personally assured President Bush that 'no such 
planx exist^' ..." *nd laat October the foreign minister assured Secretary Baker that there 
would be no new housing for immigrants in those teritories. 

Diehl's second story has an appropriate headline, 'Immigitjjxt Influx Tests Israel's 
Economic approach.'-' actually, this understates because this new policy can lead to economic 
disaster. It is datelined from a sad, which is about 10 miles from the lowest part of Judea 
and about that far from the Dead Sea, in the Negev. Diehl points out substantial reasons 
for not creating a major housing development there, including the absence of jobs and the 
unlikelihood that they can be created there, but again does not address why. 

Diehl reports other such planned housing developments for immigrants elsewhere in the 
lands referred to as occupied" find as I never recall the Post reporting, he does not say 
that those are the lands from which Jews come and were occupied by the Arabs who drove the 
Jews out of them as I recall by Hohamned for the last time by other Semitic peoples. 

Again, no why. 

And perhaps the question, Why no why? 

What the Post has not reported and I do not recall being reported by any other major- 
media component is what is obvious despite his Willie $orton method in what President Bush 
has aaid and ^fne. He has radicllly shitfed into a pro-Arab a^d anti-Israeli policy. V, r hat he 
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and Baker have been saying and doing has this obvious meaning ^nd no other meaning can 
rational^ be attributed to it by informed people, including in the press, which hVia»i d 
bd well if not best informed. 

Their "peace conference" approach is one they knew could not possibly succeed except 
under conditions that endanger Israel. This includes advance agreement that the Arabs will 
get as a co ndi tion of goin g to any peace conference all that they could hope to get from 
any prace conference, really more than they could expect to get from Israel. In fact, Assad 
spelled tliis out in the LaJJy Weymouth interview published by the Post and then amplified 
by her, both clippings sent you. 

Bush, Baker and their Arab allies in it have seen to it that the world is led to believe 
that Israel alone is an obstacle to this conference. What Assad alone said gives the lie 
to this. And he is far from alone. 

Parethetically , have you notice^ how the hostage business arose to pressure the IB and Israel 
coinciding with theJ^sh/Baker anti^Israel efforts? And they are, really, this and 
nothing else. Thd Arabs having^sold^this ^slwddy goods in the diplomatic bazaar, have no 
other present interest in offering it again and we hear nothing at all about it. Yet th4 
avrjTage person believes that the only reason hostages were not released is Israeli intrans- 
iegence. The truth is that if said it would release those taken prisoner in Labanon when it 
got mfornation^orf seven of its own missing in that war, hundreds to be released in return 
for only dependable information on seven, this is unreasonable or intransigent? 

.push and Baker have^and have asked no concessions from Arabs as a condition of any 
peace conference but they have made demands on Israel and in ways to poison the public nvinH 
and inhibit domestic opposition to what they are doing. Which means to dominate the Con- 
gress as well as pafclic opinion on the issue. 

Bush add %ker also assume and publicize their assumption that Israel will yield l^nd 
for peace, two assumptions, really - fdrst that Israel will yield land and second that this 
will mean peace. The latter is an impossibility. If the Arabs had not been opposed to peace 
and assassinated those Arab leaders who wanted it, like Sadat and before him Abdullah, there 
would have bean peace long ago. Aside from Egypt, all still have the stated policy of driv- 
ing all the Jews into the sea. ihis Remains in the PLO's charter, despite the fiction that 
Arafat personally recognized the tight o^ an Israeli state to live in peace within secure 
borders. (And as only political idiots or the hopelessly biased do not recognize, if all 
the Arab states were to recognize this right the many terroristic factions would negate it.) 

Aside from all the other reasons Israel has for not yielding the land from which all 
Jews come, Israel is indefensible without those lands, fjfeo you ever see any reporting of this, 
any analyses or oped articles dealing with it? Of course not! Whatever accounts for it, in 

recent years most of the major media support /lost ddminsitration policies, openly or by 
abdication. <uad whatever led the Post to do these two articles, this is their net effect. 


Which gets back to the whys. 

ior Israel this present situation is one of survival. It is ‘that simple. 

is also a question of survival of the government in power, as it would be for any 
other government, Likud or non-Likud. 

What Bush a * 1 * 1 Baker are up to jeopardizes their survival. -H is, quit,, obviously, an 
openly pro-Arab and anti-Israel camp^gn.^It^is hardljt recognition of Israel's sacrifices 
in the G ulf war that meant so much^o dush^ then. The best that can be said for it is that 
like so many of their policies, this is of the flat world. 

«nd there is no little boy to speak to the emperor as he should be spoken to. 

Why would Israel chrjage its stated policy, break its given word, risjk'what Diehl 
understates as "diplomatic and economic loses?" 
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Are they crazy, biting the hand that feeds them? Risking an unimaginahble economic 
disaster by jeopardizing the promised loan guarantees? Or has Bush created for them a 
situation that is a great crisis? 

Reagan and Bush campaigned for the right of Soviet ’Jews to emigrate, and not to the 
United States, but to Israel. This is in accord with Israel’s desires and policy. But the 
magnitude of the influx of Russian Itews! For this country, it would mean absorbing the 
equivalent of the entire population of Italy! 

How are they to hosjue these immogrants, aside from all the other problems and costs, 
like feeding the, caring for their health, preparing them to make their own way, to be 
productively wmployed? The latter alone means teaching them a new language to begin with. 

The problems and the costs are staggering. 

Bo» to accomplish his pro-Arab policies. Bush is blackmailing Israel, do what I 
or you II get no loans. In this, of course, he holds all those immigrants hostage, too. 

Israel knows full well that the Arabs do not want peace unless it gives them what 
they could not get by all those wars. Yet it has agreed to a peace conference, with not 
unreasonable terms. It is Bush who insists on more, supporting the Arabs on this. They 
have offered nothing and simply continue to. demand that to the looser belongs the victory, 
and on conditions that in and of themselves jeopardize Israel's survival. 

fit (l do not recall any assessment in any of the major media of what is essential to 
Israel's survival - in simplest formulation how secure they'd have felt in say Alexandria 
with sworn enemies, determined to wipe them out, esconsed and well-armed in Bethesda.This 
is the situation of much of Israel without what it regards as Samaria.) 

B o, being publicly as polite as Bush, Shamir is fighting back the only way he can, by 
braking his word, as Bush has broken his, and settling or planning to settle immigrants an 
the land the Arabs want and Bush begins determined that they have. 

Because x believe that Israel belieses, as I also do, that ut cannot survive what Bush 
wants, I thxnk it will not change on this issue. 
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'-‘•'liia does not mean that Israel will succeed, gr even survive. I remind you that for 
years I've been saying that there is the potential for another holocaust. 

It does mean, and in a system in which the government can be brogutfi down at any time, 
that the government has decided that resisting Bush, refusing to do as he demands, is its 
lesser evil and a requirement of its survival. ■^Jti vu n 

*t also is endangered by any major diplomatic defegat. V/hat Bush is up to means 

major dimplmatic victory for the int ansiegent Arabs. (Vlhjj by this Israel diversion keep 

their own people diverted from their own urgent and unaeat needs, including any semblance 

of real freedom - their own Willia Horton. , ' 

ja aP/iC 

^nless one assumes that they are all crazy, what this Israel policy, thisCdefiance of 

a- 

Bush et all means and can only mean, is that Israel has drwn the line, thus far and no 
farthur. 

I'm disappoinred that this competent reporter and his foreign desk saw no need to 
inform their readers, including in the Congress, which will have to make decisions, of 
this and other whys. 

Aside from being a journaliztic failure, it makes the paper an instrument of the 
policies of the administration, policies that, traditionally, our free press asseses and 
analyzes independently. 

-""V 

I now flo not take time for any real analysis of other whys ex cept, briefly, for 
one - why settlements are planned in what on the surface seem to be unlikely places. I 
do not know, of course, and aauqTmaybe the selections of cites is just crazy, but I believe 
they were ch^osen for strategic, military reasons. By this I mean defensive, hot for 
any attacks. I have no reason to believe that Israel will launch any attack, except if 
it believes it is about to be attacked. 

And on this, in addition to the history of the past, remember tliat Saddam still haa^ 
all those JiCUDS and aside from explosive warheads may have undetected supplies of CBtf war- 
heads, that he ah had this supercanon in place for hitting Israel with shells from that 
cannon, tliat^audi arabia has -neei’a large fleet of warplanes with a radius as far past 
Israel as Greece and remains dedicated to Israel's destruction, that in addition to other 
Arab countries and the PLO there is Iran with an unchaged policy of wiping Israel out, so 
the possibilities of an attack on Israel do exist, whatever the percentages. 

Bush had no real need for what he is up to sah^ as another of his diversions from 
acute domestic problems, and it is not possible that he has not been informed if he need- 
ed to be informed, of the meaning to Israel of his pro-Arab "tilt.l^ 

tt therefore can reasonaftL^ be considered as anti*lsrael in intent. It cannot be in 
context pro-Arab only. In being pro^Arab it is intendedly anti-Israel. And this alone can 
lead to another holocaust. 

18m so dorry that the Post, like Bush and -^aker, is two-dimensional dti this, joind 
Bush's flat world that may again explode, and in so doing help get him re-elected. 
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- ''VYVx'Yuli^- 

ftesumed , unread, 9/9/91 The early morning Christian S cien t i st radio news this morning 
had as a lead item that Lithuania, now "free," as one of its first acts enggageu in nulli- 
fications that have the effect of freeing and exculpating some of the most murderous iJ azi 
war criminals, tthat reminded me that toward the end of last week there was an item on a 
TV newscast I saw saying that Estonia had done the same thing as part of its first legi— 
slative day • I might have missed these items in the Post and the local paper but if they 
were used I did not see them. 

Which again raises questions about major-media treatment o# Israel and Jewish news. 

The traditionally anti-Semitic Baltic states were among the more murderous in Hitler's 
Tinal solution." Vfhil^*. this has nothing to do with their right to be free, it does have 
much to do with their concept of the rights of others and with whether or not they repent 
in any way for their frightful records of slaughtering Jews. 

I do not know whether you've had the time or interest to keep up with the remarkably 
fine books bringing to light what for years was kept quiet by all the Western powers but 
the literature is clear and explicit on this; that the ^estern powers, including the U.S. 
under PER, were aware of what Hitler was doing and not only refused to let their people or 
the people of the world know or to do anything to reside the hundreds of thousands if not 
m i l lions who could have been saved, when confronted with escape Jjews they denied entry. One 
terrible case here was refusal to permit the ship St. Louis to land and%load i7s Jewish 
carge. Ho country would permit thousands of Jewish children who had been gathered in south- 
ern Vichy Prance to enter and they were all burned. Many such instances. 

So, some of us are more sensitive to anti-Semitism and to dangers to other Jews in 
other parts of the world. Presently, for example, in many Muslim countries, which deny 
exit to Jews. I And thos^Tjhat earlier'-did- demanded in return 100/-> of what those they permit- 
ted to leave owned. 

Likewise, th-. re are Jews who have not learned the validity of Santayana's wisdom, that 
those who forget the past are doomed to relive it. This is not as true of Israeli Jews as 
it is of others, and it is reflected in present Israel policy. They ave determined not to 
relive the past of the centuries, of more recent years in Europe, and of tvying to neg^gt ~ 
liate and get along with the Muslim world since Vi or Id War II. 

Consistent with what I wrote yesterday is what Diehl says in a story in today' s Post, 
that Shamir made "his strongest statement so far in a brewing confrontation" with the U.S., 
that this new Bush/Baker piicy on the guat&nteeing of loans for housing for refugees could 
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make the Kiddle East peace process impossible and that, as another such "gift" to the Arabsiji 
they now will make "new and even bigger demands." 

Inherent in this is what I said above, Israel has drawn a line and is telling Bush it 
has more explicitly and firmly. Were it other than thr U.S. it would have been more pointed 
simply because Israel has no choice. Gi*fen the major-media support of -^agan/Bush foreign 
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policy x believe that if there had been any significant statements of disagreement from 
inside Israel it would have been reported, in support of Bush/Baker. 

I have no doubt that our administration knew in advance what Israeli reaction and 
policy would be and that at the very least, as the Post's headline states, it would delay 

whcit Bush appears to want very much, a peace conference. 

•■1 . . °~r 

■‘■his raises Question in my mind about whether such a conference is the real or the 
maljior purpose ot tliis switched policy, what is also certain, in Shamir's words, is "If the 
Arabs are handed such a gift without even asking for it, they woll dance on the rooftopd 
and make" what I quoted above, "new and even bigger demands." 

T h e reference is not to levy a. It is to what the Palestinians did when the SCUDS were 
about to explode inside Israel. 

That I've seen no comment by U.S. Jewish organisations like the American Jewish 
Committee does not mean they have made none. If they did, it did not get major attention. 
They have their own major responsibilities for the suppression of; news about ®hat Hitler 
was doing and in their refusal to even demand that those who escaped be allowed to remain 
free, or that those who coulxL^escpare, like those children in France, be saved. The 
reasons may appear to be corticated but they are not. Dershowita, whose fan I've not been, 
handles this very well in "Chutzpah." 

While I hope that Bush/Baker will back off, I do not expect them to and I fear their 
determination may influence the Congress. 

Compare this with, off the top of the head, their tolerance of Saddam and his incred- 
ible dishonesty, provocations and murders, with their silence about the anti-democratic x 
abuses within the countries they saved, particularly Saudi Arabia and Huwaih or their China 
policy and their political partisanship and objectives are apparent. They have, clearly, 
opted a pro-Arab policy and they will, I fear, pursue it. Tliis means, among other things, 
a great danger to Israel's survival and to efforts to fcing any semblance of democracy 
to the Arab tyrannies , a description that fitd? almost all their governments and when it 
does not, still has some relevance because there are no really democratic Arab govern— 
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ments. Compare also with oozmng up to Assad while he is still on their own terrorist list 
and has a record of murders of political rivals almost without equesl. 

To me it looks bad and as 50 amd more years ago, the failure of the major media to 
treat the questions and their potentials with any degree of fairness and with what in my 
youth was traditional <mierican journalism, will in major part be responsible. 

x can't remember nfiy fair treatment f or^jnicier s tending in a representative society of 
the basis for the disputes between Arabs and Jews is and how it compares with the traditional 
handling of these questions in the past. Or, for that matter, with what we have done in other 
places, like the I>outh pacific islands. Where more people were involved there alone than 
there are ^Vabs in the disputed territories even with their inflated numbers of those who 


did not originate there. 





